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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Appellant Brenda J. David appeals from the denial of Social Secur-
ity disability benefits. We affirm.

David suffers from an injured back and multiple diseases, including
lupus and diabetes. In 1994, she applied for Social Security disability
benefits. After a hearing on this application, an administrative law
judge ("ALJ") found that David is impaired as a result of her numer-
ous disorders but that she is nonetheless capable of performing seden-
tary work. Based on this finding, the ALJ concluded that David is not
eligible for disability benefits.

David sought review of this determination in the district court. The
case was referred to a magistrate judge, who recommended that sum-
mary judgment be granted in favor of the Commissioner. The district
court overruled David's exceptions, adopted the report and recom-
mendation of the magistrate judge, and granted summary judgment to
the Commissioner. David appealed to this Court.

David initially challenges the ALJ's finding that she has no signifi-
cant non-exertional limitations. She contends that this finding over-
looked her inability to stoop, her chronic eructation (belching), and
her muscle spasms. The record, however, contains substantial evi-
dence establishing that David is not incapable of stooping and that her
eructation does not limit her capacity to work. See Hays v. Sullivan,
907 F.2d 1453, 1456 (4th Cir. 1990) (noting that ALJ's findings must
be upheld if supported by substantial evidence). Moreover, the ALJ
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accounted for David's spasms in his finding that she can only do sed-
entary work.

David also faults the ALJ for discounting her testimony about the
amount of pain she was experiencing. The record, however, does not
contain evidence of medical conditions that could account for the
degree of pain described by David. See Craig v. Chater, 76 F.3d 585,
591 (4th Cir. 1996). Furthermore, David's own testimony at the hear-
ing indicated that though she may be limited by her pain, she is not
disabled by it.

For these reasons, we affirm the district court's decision adopting
the recommendation of the magistrate judge to grant summary judg-
ment to the Commissioner. We dispense with oral argument because
the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the materi-
als before the court and argument would not aid the decisional pro-
cess.

AFFIRMED
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